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STATEMENT BY MIKHAIL GORBACHEV 


Moscow. January 15. TASS. The following is the full text of a statement 
by General Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the 
Soviet Union (CPSU) Mikhail Gorbachev: 

Toe new year 1986 has “started to elapse. It will be an important year, 
one can say a turning point in the history of the Soviet state, the year of the 
Twenty-seventh Congress of the CPSU. The Congress will chart the guidelines 
•or the political, social, economic and spiritual development of Soviet society 
in the period up to th e next millenni um. It will adoot a program for accelerat¬ 
ing our peaceful construction. 

. Allefforts of the CPSU are directed toward ensuring a further improvement 
' 1n .the life of the Soviet people. 

A. turn for the better is also needed in the international arena. This is 
the expectation and the demand of the peoples of the Soviet Union and of peoples 
throughout the world. 


aware of this, at the start of the new year the Politburo of the CPSU 
central Committee and the Soviet Government have adopted a decision on a number 
or major foreign policy actions of a fundamental nature. They are designed to 
promote to a maximum degree an improvement in the international situation. They 
are prompted by the need to overcome the negat ive, con front ational trends that 

arm^ rar* ZTZZ™ 7 Cent years a "<TTo“clear the ways toward curbi ng the nuclear 
of hp th an ^ PL ev ggtina4t_1n outer space, toward an overall reduction 

—-- sk of wa r and tr ust building as an integral part of relations among states, 


I. 


Our most important action is a concrete 
nation of nuclear weapons throughout the worl 
period of time. 


program aimed at the complete elimi- 
d and covering a precisely deTTried 
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The Soviet Union is proposing a step-by-step and consistent process of 
riddin g the Earth of nuclear weapons, to be implemented and completed within 
the next^P Tfteen ye ars, before the end of this century. 

The twentieth century has given humanity the gift of the energy of the 
atom. However, this great achievement of the human mind can turn into an 
instrument of the se lf-annihilation of the human race. 

Is it possible to solve this contradiction? We are convinced it is. Find¬ 
ing effective ways toward eliminating nuclear weapons is a feasible task, pro- 
vided it is ta ck!e d without delay. ' 


The Soviet Union is proposing a program of ridding hum ankind of thp f par 
of a nuclear catastrophe, to be carried out beginning' - irTl'986T And the fact 
that this year has been proclaimed by the United Nations the International Year 
of Peace provides an additional political and moral incentive for this. What is 
/required here is rising above national selfishness, tactical calculations, dif- 
1 ferences and disputes, whose significance is nothing compared to the preservation 
! of what is most valuable--peace and a safe future. The energy pf the atom should 
be placed at the exclusive service of peace, a goal that our socialist state has 
invariably advocated and continues to pursue. 


It was our country that as early as 1946 was the first to raise the question 
of prohibiting the p roduct ion and use of atomic weapons and to make atomic energy 
serve peaceful purposes for the benefit of humanity. 

How does the Soviet Union envisage today in practical terms the process of 
reducing nuclear weapons, both delivery vehicles and warheads, leading to their 
complete elimination? Our proposals can be summarized as follows. 


OuiJ^ - ? 


> 



Stage One. Within the next five to eight years the USSR and the USA will 
reduce by one half the nuclear arms that can reach each other's territory. On 
the remaining delivery vehicles of this kind each side will retain no more than 
6,000 warheads. M ^ ^ ? (zact-c /os~ * . ^ ? no heuj 

—<*—-s' ^ Htsjr ccr.' 

It stands to reason that such a reduction is possible only if the USSR and 
the USA m utually renounce the develogmejrt, ? t estin g and deploym ent of space strike 
weapons. As the Soviet Union has repeatedly warned, the development of space js 
strike weapons will dash the hopes for a reduction of nuclear weapons on Earth. 


The fir st stage will include the adoption and implementation of the decision 
on the complete elimination of intermediate-range missiles of the USSR and the USA 
inL_^ie_lurofiearL_zones, both ballistic a nd cr iuse missiles, as a first step toward 
ridding the European continent of nuclear weapons. 

At the same time the United States should undertake not to transfer its stra¬ 
tegic and medium-range missiles to other countries, while Great Britain and France 
should pledge not to build up their respective nuclear arms. 


- 

r 


The USSR and the USA should from the very beginning a gree to sto p any nuclear 

explosions and call upon other states to join in such a moratorium as soon as pos¬ 
sible. ---- ^ 


c • P ro P° se that the first stage of nuclear disarmament should concern the 
Soviet Union and the United States because it is up to them to set an example for 
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the other nuclear powers to follow. We said that very frankly to President 
Reagan of the United States during our meeting in Geneva. 

Stage Two. At this stage, which should start no later than 1990 and last 
for five to seven years, the othe r nuclear powers will begin to engage in nu¬ 
clear disarmament. To begin with, they would pledge to freeze ajj their nuclear 
arms and not to have them in the territories of other countries. 

In this period the USSR and the USA will go on with the reductions agreed 
upon during the first stage and also carry out f urther measures d esi gned to elim ¬ 
inate their medium-range nuclear weapons and f reeze their tactical nuclear systems. 

Following the completion by the USSR and the USA of the fifty percent reduc¬ 
tion in their relevant arms at the second stage, another radical step is taken: 

All nuclear powers eliminate their tactical nuclear arms, namely the weapons hav¬ 
ing a range (or radius of action) of up to 1,000 kilometers. At the same stage 
the Soviet-American accord on the prohibition of s pace strik e weapons would have 
to become m ultilat eral, with the mandatory participation of major industrial 
\ powers in it. 

All nuclear powers would stop nuclear-weapons tests. 


A> ' 


There would be a ban on the development of nonnuclear weapons based on new 
physical principles, whose destructive capacity is close to that of nuclear arms 
or other weapons of mass destruction. 


Stage three will begin no later than 1995. At this stage the elimination of 
remaining nuclear weapons will be completed. By the end of 1999 there will be 
no nuclear weapons on Earth. A unTversal accord will be drawn up that such weap¬ 
ons should never again come into being. 


We have in mind that special procedures will be worked out f or the d estruc- 
tion of nuclear weapons as we 1 ! as the dismantling, re-equipment or destruction c* 
deli v ery vehicles. In the process, agreement - wi11 Be^reached on the numbers'oT ~ 
jweapons to be destroyed at each stage, the sites of their destruction and so on. 


Verification with regard to the weapons t hat are destroyed or Ijmited would 
be carried out both by national technical means and through on-site i nspections. 

» The USSR is ready to reach agreement on any other additionaTverification measures. 

The adoption of the nuclear disarmament program that we propose would un¬ 
doubtedly have a favorable impact on the negotiations conducted at bilateral and 
multilateral forums. The program would identify specific routes and reference 
points, establish a specific time-frame for achieving agreements and implementing 
them and would make the negotiations purposeful and goal oriented. This would 
bre ak the dangerous trend whereby the momentum of the arms race is greater than 
the process of n egotiations. 



sdT; summ ary, we propose that we should enter the Third Millennium without nu¬ 

clear weaggns, on the basis of mutually acceptable and strictly v erifiabl e agree¬ 
ments. . tfythe United States Administration is i ndeed committed to the goal of the 
c°mpof nuclear weapons everywhere, as it h as repeatedly stated, 
it is being offered a practical opportunity to begin this in practice. Instead of 
wasting the next ten to fifteen years by developing new, extremely dangerous weap¬ 
ons in space, allegedly designed to make nuclear arms useless, would it not be 
m ore sensible to start el iminating those arms and finally bring them down to zero? 




D-L 
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The Soviet Union, I repeat, proposes precisely that. 

The Soviet Union calls upon all peoples and states and, naturally, above all 
nuclear states, to support the program of eliminating nuclear weapons before the 
year 2000. It is absolutely clear to any unbiased person that if such a program 
is implemented, nobody would lose and everybody stands to gain. This is a problem 
common to all mankind and it can and must be solved only through c ommon effort s. 

And the sooner this program is translated into practical deeds, the safer life will 
be on our planet. 

r 7 
1 1 

Guided by the same approach and the desire to make another practical step 
within the context of the program of nuclear disarmament, the Soviet Union has 
taken an important decision. 


We are extending by three months our unilateral moratorium on any nuclear ex¬ 
plosions, which expired on December 31, 1985. Such a moratorium will remain in 
effect even further if the United States for its part also stops nuclear tests. We 
propose once again to the United States to join this initiative, whose significance 
is evident to practically everyone in the world. 


It is clear that adopting such a decision was by no means simple for us. The 
Soviet Union cannot display unilateral restraint with regard to nuclear tests in¬ 
definitely. But the stakes are too high and the responsibility too great for us 
not to try every possibility of influencing the position of others through the force 
of example. 


All experts, scientists, politicians and military men agree that the cessa¬ 
tion of tests would indeed block off the channels for upgrading nuclear weapons. 
And this task has top priority. A re duction of nuclear arsenals alone, without a 
prohibition of nuclear-weapons tests, does not offer a way out of the dilemma of 
s nuclear danger, since the remaining weapons would be modernized and there would 
t sstill remain the possibility of developing increasingly sophisticated and lethal 
nuclear weapons and evaluating their new types at test ranges. 

Therefore, the cessation of tests is a practical step toward eliminating nu¬ 
clear weapons. 


cm 


I wish to say the following from the outset. Possible references to verifica¬ 
tion as an obstacle to the establishment of a moratorium on nuclear explosions 
would be totally groundless. We declare unequivocally that verification is no 
problem, so far as we are concerned. Should the United States agree to stop all 
nuclear explosions on a reciprocal basis, appropriate verification of compliance 
with the moratorium would be fully ensured by national technical means as well as 
through international procedures— including on-site i n spections whenever necessary . 
We invite the United States to reach agreement to this effect. 


I The USSR is strongly in favor of the moratorium becoming a bilateral, and 
later a multilateral action. We are also in favor of resuming the trilateral nego¬ 
tiations involving the USSR, the USA and Great 8ritain bn the complete and general 
prohibition of nuclear-weapons testsb This couTtT be done immediately, qven this 
month. We are also prepared to begin without delay multilateral test ban negotia- 
tions within the framework of the Geneva Conference on Disarmament, with all nu¬ 
clear powers taking part. 


Nonaligned countries are proposing consultations with a view to making the 
1963 Moscow Treaty banning nuclear weapons tests in the atmosphere, in outer space 
and under water apply also to the underground tests, which are not covered by the 
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Treaty. The Soviet Union is agreeable to this measure too. 

Since last summer we have been calling upon the United States to follow our 
example and stop nuclear explosions. Washington has as yet not done that despite 
the protests and demands of public opinion, and contrary to the will of most 
.states in the world. By continuing to set off nuclear explosions the U.S. side 
continues to pursue its elusive dream of military superiority. This policy is 
futile and dangerous, a policy which is not worthy of the level of civilization 
that modern society has reached. 

In the absence of a positive response from the United States, the Soviet side 
had every right to resume nuclear tests starting already on January 1, 1986. If 
one were to follow the usual "logic" of the arms race, that, presumably, would 
have been the thing to do. 

But the point is that it is precise ly that noto rious logic that has__ta_be- 
resolutel y repud iated. We are making yet another attempT inthTT^Trecti on. Other¬ 
wise the process of military rivalry will become an avalanche and any control oyer 
the course of events would be imp ossible. To submit to the force of the'nuclear 
arms race is inadmissible. This would mean acting against the voice of reason and 
the human instinct of self-preservation. What is required are new and bold ap¬ 
proaches, a new political thinking and a heightened sense of responsibility for 
the destinies of the peoples of the world. 

The U.S. Administration is once again given more time to weigh our proposals 
on stopping nuclear explosions and to give a positive answer to them. It is 
precisely this kind of response that people everywhere in the world will expect 
from Washington. 

The Soviet Union is addressing an appeal to the United States President and 
Congress, to the American people. There is an opportunity for halting the process 
of upgrading nuclear arms and developing new weapons of that kind. It must not be 
missed. The Soviet proposals place the USSR and the United States in an equal 
position. These proposals do not attempt to outwit or outsmart the other side. We 
are proposing to take the road of sensible and responsible decisions. 


- must mul remain a mere declaration. 



accelerated 




new space age. And it is time to 
the chief concern was to have a bigger 
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stick or a heavier stone. We are against weapons in space. Our material and 
intellectual capabilities make it possible for the Soviet Union to develop any 
weapon if we are compelled to do this. But we are fully aware of our responsi¬ 
bility to the present and future generations. It is our profound conviction 
that we should approach the Third Millennium not with the "Star Wars" program 
but with large-scale projects of peaceful exploration of space by all humankind. 

We propose to start practical work on such projects and their implementation. 

This is one of the major ways of ensuring progress on our entire planet and 
'establishing a reliable system of security for all. 

To prevent the arms race from extending into space m eans to rem ove the 
obstacle to deep cuts in nuc l ear w ea pon s. There is on the negotiating table in 
Geneva a Soviet proposal on reducing by”one half the relevant nuclear arms of the 
Soviet Union and the United States, which would be an important step toward a 
complete elimination of nuclear weapons. Barring the possibility of resolving 
the problem of space means not wanting to stop the arms race on Earth. This 
should be stated in clear and straight-forward terms. It is not by chance that 
the proponents of the nuclear arms race are also ardent supporters of the "Star 
Wars" program. These are the two sides of the same policy, hostile to the inter¬ 
ests of people. 

Let me turn to the European aspect of the nuclear problem. It is a matter 1 
of extreme concern that in defiance of reason and contrary to the national inter¬ 
ests of the European peoples, American first-strike missiles continue to be 
deployed in certain West European countries. This problem has been under discus- 
-sion for many years now. Meanwhile the security situation in Europe continues to 
deteriorate. 

It is time to put an end to this course of events and cut this Gordian knot. 
The Soviet Union has for a long time been proposing that Europe should be freed 
from both intermediate-range and tactical nuclear weapons. This proposal remains 
valid. As a first radical step in this direction we are now proposing, as I have 
said, that even at the first stage of our program all intermediate-range ballistic 
and cruise missiles of the USSR and the USA in the European zone should be elimi¬ 
nated. 

Achieving tangible practical results at the Geneva talks would give meaning¬ 
ful material substance to the program designed to totally eliminate nuclear arms 
by the year 2000, which we are proposing. 

IV. 

The Soviet Union considers as fully feasible the task of completely eliminat¬ 
ing, even in this century, such barbaric weapons of mass destruction as chemical 
weapons. 

At the talks on chemical weapons within the framework of the Geneva confer¬ 
ence on disarmament certain signs of progress have recently appeared. However, 
these talks have been unreasonably protracted. We are in favor of intensifying 
the talks in order to conclude an effective and verifiable international conven¬ 
tion prohibiting chemical weapons and destroying the existing stockpiles of those 
weapons, as agreed with President Reagan at Geneva. 

In the matter of banning chemical weapons, just as in other disarmament mat¬ 
ters, all participants in the talks should take a fr esh loo k at things. I would 
like to make it perfectly clear that the Soviet Union is in favor of an early and 
complete elimination of those weapons and of the in dustrial base for their produc¬ 
tion. We are prepared for a timely declaration of the location of enterprises 
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producing chemical weapons and for the cessation of their production and ready 
to start developing procedures for destroying the relevant industrial base and 
to proceed, soon after the convention enters into force, to eliminating the 
stockpiles of chemical weapons. All these measures would be carried out under 
i strict control, including international on-site inspections. 

A radical solution to this problem would also be facilitated by certain 
interim steps. For example, agreement could be achieved on a multilateral basis 
not to transfer chemical weapons to anyone and not to deploy them in the terri¬ 
tories of other states. As for the Soviet Union, it has always strictly abided 
by those principles in its practical policies. We call upon other states to fol¬ 
low that example and show equal restraint. 

V. 

Along with eliminating weapons of mass destruction from the arsenals of 
states, the Soviet Union is proposing that conventional weapons and armed forces 
become subject to agreed reductions. 

Reaching agreement at the Vienna negotiations could signal the beginning of 
progress in this direction. Today it would seem that a framework is emerging for 
a possible decision to reduce Soviet and U.S. troops and subsequently freezing 
the level of armed forces of the opposing sides in Central Europe. The Soviet 
Union and our Warsaw Treaty allies are determined to achieve success at the Vienna 
Talks. If the other side also wants this, 1986 could become a landmark for the 
Vienna Talks too. We proceed from the understanding that a possible agreement on 
troop reduction would naturally require reasonable verification. We are prepared 
for it. 


As for observing the commitment to freeze the number of troops, in addition 
to national technical means permanent verification posts could be established to 
monitor any military contingents entering the reduction zone. 

Let me now mention such an important forum as the Stockholm Conference on 
Confidence and Security Building Measures and Disarmament in Europe. It is 
called upon to place barriers against the use of force or covert preparations for 
war, whether on land, at sea or in the air. The possibilities have now become 
evident. 


In our view, especially in the current situation, it is essential to reduce 
the number of troops participating in major military maneuvers notifiable under 
the Helsinki Final Act. 


It is time to begin dealing effectively with the problem still outstanding 
at the conference. It is known that the bottleneck there is the issue of notifica¬ 
tions regarding major ground force, naval and air force exercises. Of course, 
those are serious problems and they must be addressed in a serious manner in the 
interests of building confidence in Europe. However, if their comprehensive solu¬ 
tion cannot be achieved at this time, why not explore ways for their partial solu¬ 
tion? For instance, reach agreement now about notifications of major ground force 
and air force exercises, postponing the question of naval activities until the next 
stage of the conference. 


It is not an accident that the new Soviet initiatives in considerable part 
are directly addressed to Europe. In achieving a radical turn toward the policy 
of peace, Europe could have a special mission. That mission is erecting a new 
edifice of detente. 
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For this Europe has a necessary historical experience, which is often 

Uni?pw’stat fflC Vr t0 , reca11 that the Jo^t efforts of the Europeans, the 
United States and Canada produced the Helsinki Final Act. If there is a need 

for a specific and vivid example of new thinking and political psychology in 
approaching the problems of peace, cooperation and international trust, 9 that 
historic document could in many ways serve as such an example. 


VI. 

Ensuring security in Asia is of vital importance to the Soviet Union which 

wpannnc J K r j? 0W ? r ;. The Soviet P ro 9 ram for eliminating nuclear and chemical 

thp P npnni > L th f ? f - the current century is in harmony with the sentiments of 
the peoples of the Asian continent, for whom the problems of peace and securitv 

re^n 9 tLV r tW ‘V 60 ”'* 5 «' Europe" In this eSn""t SnVcann^ 
time ^ ec ? 1 that Japan and its cities Hiroshima and Nagasaki became the vic¬ 
tims of nuclear bombing and Vietnam a target of chemical weapons. 

let JO* *PP rec1ate the co "structive initiatives put forward by the Social- 

ist countries of.Asia and by India and other members of the nonaliqned movement 

an/ih? p S V y ^ por ,P ant the ^ct that the two Asian nuclear powers, the USSR 

use n!cle“ P weapons P C ° f Ch '" a ' haVe b ° th u " dertake " not to be the first to 

in flc The ^P 1 fetation of our program would fundamentally change the situation 
n Asia,.rid the nations in that part of the globe, too, of the fear of nuclei 

new fevel! 3 Warfare ’ and brln 9 tbe security in that region to a qualitatively 

We regard our program as a contribution to a search, together with all Asian 

secured hi overal 1 .comprehensive approach to establishing a system of 
secure and durable peace in this continent. J 

VII. 

to ha?t r rh! W a pr ° P0Sa1S 3 a e addressed t0 the whole world. Initiating active steps 

toward h elimin!Ji Uni ° n ? antS each measure limiting and reducing arms and each step 
ilSlo iiK U S«?M ea r we ?f 0ns . n0t ^ t0 bring nations greater secuHty but 
is natural P° ssible ., t0 alldc ate more funds for improving people's lives It 

level of industrially 6 ^ S i Se ® klng to . put an end to backwardness and achieve the 
elves frlmim^ developed countries associate the prospects of freeing them- 

nomies with 1 imitinc^and^?• burdan of forei 9 n debt, which is draining their eco- 
switching resources e7lm ; nat l"9 weapons, reducing military expenditures and 

will undoubtedly figure mnst°n S of s ° < : 1al and economic development. This theme 

a™ am e„ t o SefoS t m ?r b r^T„"S conferanca on dfs - 
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The Soviet Union is opposed to making the implementation of disarmament 
measures dependent on the so-called regional conflicts. Behind this dependency 
is both the unwillingness to follow the path of disarmament and the desire to 
impose upon sovereign nations what is alien to them and what would make it pos¬ 
sible to maintain profoundly unfair conditions whereby some countries live at 
the expense of others, exploiting their natural, human and spiritual resources 
for the selfish imperial purposes of certain states or aggressive alliances. 

The Soviet Union, as before, will continue to oppose this. It will continue 
consistently to advocate freedom for the world's peoples, peace, security, and a 
stronger international legal order. The Soviet Union's goal is not to whip up 
regional conflicts but to eliminate them through collective efforts on a just 
basis, and the sooner the better. 

Today, there is no shortage of statements professing commitment to peace. 

What is really in short supply is concrete action to strengthen its foundations. 
All too often peaceful words conceal war preparations and power politics. More¬ 
over, some statements made from high rostrums are in fact intended to eliminate 
any contribution of that new "spirit of Geneva" which is having a salutary effect 
on international relations today. It is not only a matter of statements. There 
are also actions clearly designed to incite animosity and mistrust and to revive 
confrontation, which is antithetical to detente. 

We reject such a way of acting and thinking. We want 1986 to be not just a 
peaceful year but one that would enable us to reach the end of the twentieth cen¬ 
tury under the sign of peace and nuclear disarmament. The set of new foreign 
policy initiatives that we are proposing is intended to make it possible for 
humanity to approach the year 2000 under peaceful skies and with peaceful space, 
without fear of nuclear, chemical or any other threat of annihilation and fully 
'confident of.its own survival and of the continuation of the human race. 

The new resolute measures now taken by the Soviet Union for the sake of 
peace and of improving the overall international situation give expression to the 
substance and the spirit of our internal and foreign policies and their organic 
unity. They reflect the fundamental historic law which was emphasized by Vladimir 
Ilyich Lenin. The whole world sees that our country is holding the banner of 
peace high. Freedom and humanism is raised over our planet by the Great October 
Revolution. 

On the questions of preserving peace and saving humanity from the threat of 
nuclear war, no one should remain indifferent or stand aloof. This concerns all 
and everyone. Each state, large or small, socialist or capitalist , has an im¬ 
portant contribution to make. Every responsible political party, every social 
organization and every person can also make an important contribution. 

No task is more urgent, more noble and humane, than uniting all efforts to 
achieve this lofty goal. This task is to be accomplished by our generation with¬ 
out shifting it onto the shoulders of those who will succeed us. This is the 
imperative of our time. This, I would say, is the burden of historic responsi¬ 
bility for our decisions and actions in the time remaining until the beqinninq of 
the Third Millennium. 

The course of peace and disarmament will continue to be pivotal to the foreign 
policy of the CPSU and the Soviet state. In actively pursuing this course, the 
Soviet Union is prepared to engage in wide-ranging cooperation with all those who 
stand on positions of reason, good will and an awareness of responsibility for 
assuring the human.race a future without wars or weapons. 
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